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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to amendments and arguments/remarks filed on July 
14, 2009, in which claims 1-19 are presented for further examination. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 10-13, & 15 have been amended. 

3. Claims 17-19 are new. 

4. Claims 1-19 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed July 14, 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. See Examiner's response below. 

6. With respect to applicant's argument in association with claiml , applicant asserts 
that Donker does not teach or suggest "a web page display control portion that displays 
the similar web pages specified by the similar web page finding portion together with the 
basic web page and synchronized with an operation to the basic web page. Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Given the broadest reasonable interpretation Donker teaches 
(column 2, lines 12-16) display of alternate web pages with the desired web page, 
wherein the alternate web page is a "similar web page" and the desired web page is a 
"basic web page". Donker goes further to teach (column 3, lines 62-67, column 4, lines 

1 -4) dynamic or automatic display of similar web pages which are in sync with the 
desired web page. 

7. With respect to applicant's argument in association with claim 8, applicant 
asserts that Donker does not teach or suggest "wherein the web page display control 
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portion displays the basic web page and the similar web page on a same window". 
Examiner respectfully disagrees and maintains his position with respect to the same. 
Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim language as recited, Donker 
teaches (column 4, lines 60-66) display of a desired web page along with an alternative 
web page. 

8. With respect to applicant's argument in association with claim 10, applicant 
asserts that Donker does not teach or suggest "wherein the web page display control 
portion displays a word in the similar web page that is the same as a word that is 
selected in the basic web page in a mode different from other words out of the similar 
web page". Examiner respectfully disagrees. Donker teaches (column 8, lines 51-67) 
cached copies on web pages which includes keywords (column 6, lines 56-61), wherein 
a cached copy is representative of a different mode than the original. 

9. With respect to applicant's argument in association with claim 1 1 , applicant 
asserts that Donker fails to disclose "a difference web page finding portion that specifies 
a difference web page as a web page having difference information that is contained in 
the basic web page and that is not contained in the similar web page from the compared 
web site. Examiner respectfully disagrees. Given the broadest reasonable 
interpretation, Donker teaches (column 3, lines 50-61) an alternative web page is a 
"difference web page having difference information" wherein it is clear that alternative 
web pages are not identical web pages therefore having different information. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 1 . Claims 1 & 6-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being unpatentable over 
Donker et al. (US Patent No. 7,219,162 B2), hereinafter referred to as Donker. 

As per Claim 1 , Donker teaches: 

a content synchronization system of similar Web pages (column 1 , 
lines 1 7-20, column 6, lines 5-1 1 & 31 -34) comprising: a basic Web 
page specify portion that receives an identifier of a basic Web page 
as a Web page to be a basis of display and specifies the basic Web 
page (Donker teaches (column 5, lines 45-50) an URL for a webpage 
which serves as an identifier of a basic webpage.) 
a compared Web site specify portion that receives an identifier of a 
compared Web site as a compared object of the basic Web page 
and specifies the compared Web page (Donker teaches (column 5, 
lines 45-50, column 6, lines 51-55) URL identifiers of webpages 
including both compared and similar web pages.) 
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a keyword extract portion that extracts a keyword in the basic Web 
page specified by the basic Web page specify portion (Donker 
teaches (column 6, lines 56-58) keywords associated with webpages.) 
a similar Web page finding portion that specifies one or multiple 
similar Web pages that are similar to an entire part or a part of the 
basic Web page in the compared Web sites based on the keyword 
extracted by the keyword extract portion (Donker teaches (column 6, 
lines 51-61) locating similar web pages to a compared webpage based 
on keywords associated with both pages.) 

a Web page display control portion that displays the similar Web 
pages specified by the similar Web page finding portion together 
with the basic Web page and synchronized with an operation to the 
basic Web page (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 1 2-1 6) display of 
webpages.) 

As per Claim 6, Donker teaches: 

the similar Web page finding portion considers a Web page that is 
the most similar to the basic Web page among the compared Web 
pages as the similar Web page (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 21- 
25) locating the most relevant webpage of an initially located webpage.) 

As per Claim 7, Donker teaches: 

the similar Web page finding portion considers a paragraph from 
the compared web page that contains keywords over a 
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predetermined number as a similar paragraph, and considers a 
compared Web page with a largest number of paragraphs judged 
as the similar paragraph, as the similar Web page (Donker teaches 
(column 6, lines 51 -61 ) a similar Web page finding portion that compares 
keywords from paragraphs of the compared Web page and the similar 
Web page.) 

As per Claim 8, Donker teaches: 

the Web page display control portion displays the basic Web page 
and the similar Web page on a same window (Donker teaches 
(column 2, lines 12-16) display of webpages.) 

As per Claim 9, Donker teaches: 

the Web page display control portion displays a part of the similar 
Web page that is similar to the part displayed out of the basic Web 
page (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 12-16) display of webpages.) 

As per Claim 10, Donker teaches: 

the Web page display control portion displays a word in the similar 
web page that is the same as a word that is selected in the basic 
Web page in a mode different from other words in the similar Web 
page (column 6, lines 51-61) 

As per Claim 1 1 , Donker teaches: 

a difference Web page finding portion that specifies a difference 
Web page as a Web page having difference information that is 
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contained in the basic Web page and that is not contained in the 
similar Web page from the compared Web site and a difference 
Web page display portion that makes it possible to display one or 
multiple difference Web pages specified by the difference Web 
page finding portion together with the basic Web page and the 
similar Web page simultaneously (Don ker teaches (column 1, lines 
17-20) locating of different web pages and display thereof, wherein the 
different web pages has different information.) 

As per Claim 12, Donker teaches: 

the difference Web page display portion displays the difference 
Web page in a form of an icon and the difference Web page is 
displayed by a predetermined operation applied to the icon (Donker 
teaches (column 2, lines 12-16) links for different webpages, wherein 
these links are icons.) 

In respect to Claim 13, Donker teaches: 

an information processing unit comprising: a basic Web page 
specify portion that receives an identifier of a basic Web page as a 
Web page to be a base of display and specifies the basic web page 
(column 1 , lines 1 7-20, column 6, lines 5-1 1 & 31 -34) (Donker teaches 
(column 5, lines 45-50) an URL for a webpage which serves as an 
identifier of a basic webpage.) 
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a compared Web site specify portion that receives an identifier of a 
compared Web site as a compared object of the basic Web page 
and specifies the compared Web site (Donker teaches (column 5, 
lines 45-50, column 6, lines 51-55) URL identifiers of webpages 
including both compared and similar web pages.) 
a keyword extract portion that extracts a keyword in the basic Web 
page specified by the basic Web page specify portion (Donker 
teaches (column 6, lines 56-58) keywords associated with webpages.) 
a similar Web page finding portion that specifies one or multiple 
similar Web pages that are similar to an entire part or a part of the 
basic Web page in the compared Web sites based on the keyword 
extracted by the keyword extract portion (Donker teaches (column 6, 
lines 51-61) locating similar web pages to a compared webpage based 
on keywords associated with both pages.) 
As per Claim 14, Donker teaches: 

a Web page display control portion that displays the similar Web 
page specified by the similar Web page finding portion together 
with the basic Web page and synchronized with an operation to the 
basic Web page (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 1 2-1 6) display of 
webpages.) 
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As per Claim 15, Donker teaches: 

a content synchronization method of similar Web pages (column 1 , 
lines 1 7-20, column 6, lines 5-1 1 & 31 -34) comprising: a basic Web 
page specify step that receives an identifier of a basic Web page as 
a Web page to be a basis of display and specifies the basic Web 
page (Donker teaches (column 5, lines 45-50) an URL for a webpage 
which serves as an identifier of a basic webpage.) 
a compared Web site specify step that receives an identifier of a 
compared Web site as a Web page to be compared of the basic 
Web page and Specifies the compared Web page (Donker teaches 
(column 5, lines 45-50, column 6, lines 51-55) URL identifiers of 
webpages including both compared and similar web pages.) 
a keyword extract step that extracts a keyword in the basic Web 
page specified by the basic Web page specify step (Donker teaches 
(column 6, lines 56-58) keywords associated with webpages.) 
a similar Web page extract step that extracts one or multiple similar 
Web pages that are similar to an entire part or a part of the basic 
Web page in the compared Web sites based on the keyword 
extracted by the keyword extract step (Donker teaches (column 6, 
lines 51-61) locating similar web pages to a compared webpage based 
on keywords associated with both pages.) 
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a Web page display control step that displays the similar Web 
pages extracted by the similar Web page extract step together with 
the basic Web page simultaneously (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 
1 2-1 6) display of webpages.) 
As per Claim 16, Donker teaches: 

a display mode of the similar Web page is controlled to 
synchronize with an operation to the basic Web page in the Web 
page display control step (Donker teaches (column 2, lines 12-16) 
display of webpages.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 3. Claims 2-5 & 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Donker in view of Nagano et al. (US Patent No. 7,493,252 B1), hereinafter referred to 
as Nagano. 

As per Claim 2, Donker does not explicitly disclose: 

a word frequency calculate portion that calculates frequency of a 
word in an entire or a part of a Web page and the keyword extract 
portion extracts a word whose frequency is not less than a 
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predetermined threshold from words that appear in the basic Web 
page as the keyword 
However, Nagano teaches: 

a word frequency calculate portion that calculates frequency of a 
word in an entire or a part of a Web page and the keyword extract 
portion extracts a word whose frequency is not less than a 
predetermined threshold from words that appear in the basic Web 
page as the keyword (Nagano teaches (column 2, lines 1-13) a word 
frequency calculator based upon extracted keywords and a determined 
threshold.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagano into the system 
of Donker. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide 
a method and system for automatically finding noteworthy webpages 
from a large amount of data by utilizing a word frequency calculator 
based upon keyword frequencies. 
As per Claim 3, Donker does not explicitly disclose: 

the word frequency calculate portion specifies a part of speech of 
each word by a Morphological analysis and calculates the word 
frequency by multiplying a number of each word appearance by a 
weight factor that has been previously determined 
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However, Nagano teaches: 

the word frequency calculate portion specifies a part of speech of 
each word by a Morphological analysis and calculates the word 
frequency by multiplying a number of each word appearance by a 
weight factor that has been previously determined (Nagano teaches 
(column 2, lines 1-13, column 9, lines 60-67, column 10, lines 1-15) 
morphological analysis in conjunction with a word frequency calculator.) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagano into the system 
of Donker. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide 
a method and system for automatically finding noteworthy webpages 
from a large amount of data by utilizing a word frequency calculator 
based upon keyword frequencies. 

As per Claim 4, Donker does not explicitly disclose: 

a Web page analyze portion that divides a title, a subtitle and a 
content sentence of a Web page by analyzing a structure of the 
Web page 

However, Nagano teaches: 

a Web page analyze portion that divides a title, a subtitle and a 
content sentence of a Web page by analyzing a structure of the 
Web page (Nagano teaches (column 2, lines 1-30, column 9, lines 60- 
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67, column 10, lines 1-15) morphological analysis in conjunction with a 
word frequency calculator.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagano into the system 
of Donker. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide 
a method and system for automatically finding noteworthy webpages 
from a large amount of data by utilizing a word frequency calculator 
based upon keyword frequencies. 

As per Claim 5, Donker teaches: 

the similar Web page finding portion searches a title and a subtitle 
of the compared Web page based on the subject keyword or 
searches a content sentence of the compared Web page based on 
the content keyword and extracts a similar Web page from a result 
of the above (column 6, lines 51-61) 

Donker does not explicitly disclose: 

the keyword extract portion extracts a first keyword from words 
contained in the title and the subtitle and considers the first 
keyword as a subject keyword and also extracts a second keyword 
from words contained in the content sentence and considers the 
second keyword as a content keyword 



Application/Control Number: 10/724,668 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2162 

However, Nagano teaches: 

the keyword extract portion extracts a first keyword from words 
contained in the title and the subtitle and considers the first 
keyword as a subject keyword and also extracts a second keyword 
from words contained in the content sentence and considers the 
second keyword as a content keyword (Nagano teaches (column 2, 
lines 1-13, column 9, lines 60-67, column 10, lines 1-15) morphological 
analysis in conjunction with a word frequency calculator.) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagano into the system 
of Donker. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide 
a method and system for automatically finding noteworthy webpages 
from a large amount of data by utilizing a word frequency calculator 
based upon keyword frequencies. 

As per Claim 18, Donker does not explicitly disclose: 

the word in a first category that is the same as the word that is 
selected in a second category is highlighted 

However, Nagano teaches: 

the word in a first category that is the same as the word that is 
selected in a second category is highlighted (Nagano teaches 
(column 10, lines 25-30) highlighting.) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagano into the system 
of Donker. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide 
a method and system for automatically finding noteworthy webpages 
from a large amount of data by utilizing a word frequency calculator 
based upon keyword frequencies. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

14. Claims 17 & 19 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSHUA BULLOCK whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1395. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5pm EST M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Joshua Bullock/J. B. / 
Examiner, Art Unit 2162 
11/13/2009 



